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How To Evaluate Housing Data
With a bit of leg work and ingenuity, most Local

Authoritiés can gather information which will provide a
picture of the local housing situation. Somewhat more
difficult are the analysis and interpretation of the housing
information obtained by interviews and surveys. However,
the presentation and analysis of the data are identical
regardless of whether the Local Authority will use the
housing information for the purpose of showing the minimum
annual income needed by families to obtain standard private
housing or to demonstrate that income limits and rents in
public housing will not be in competition with private
enterprise,

One of the first questions to be answered by a local
Authority making a gap determination is whether there is
a substantial supply of standard housing being made avail-
able by private enterprise at any rentzl level. Here ‘the
main question at issue revolves about "What is a substantial

supply ?%

In nearly any community at any given time there
NORMAL
TURNOVER is some vacancy at almost all rent levels,
occasioned by families who are in the process of moving

at that particular moment. The so-called ™ormal vacancy,"
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which includes only available, year-round, not dilapidated
housing units, is sometimes estimated at between 3 percent
and 5 percent for rental housing and 1 percent and 2 per-
cent for sales housing%/ This is a net vacancy level which
is believed necessary to meet normal turnover and to provide
a reasonable choice of selection. In determining the per-
centage of units offered for rent, one should estimate the
vacancy rate against the total number of rental units in the
locality. In estimating the vacancy for sales housing,
the Local Authority should measure units offered for sale
against the total number of owner-occupied units. The
vacancy level needed to meet this normal turnover will
vary depending on local population trends. Generally,
areas of rapid population growth will require a higher
fnormal vacancy®™ rate than areas of slow growth. Only
housing in excess of that required for normal turnover
constitutes a substantial supply of vacant units.

The volume of vacancy may be considered
SUBSTANTTAL
SUPPLY in substantial supply arnd in excess of

that required for normal turnover if families looking for

1/ The Census of Housing provides detailed statistics show-
ing the characteristics of housing vacancies. Specific

net vacaney rates for rental and sales housing may be
computed from the Census data for most localities.
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standard housing at given rent levels can obtain many units
without undue waiting. The period during which there is
an excess of vacancies should be of sufficient length to
show that the situation is not unusual or caused by sea-
sonal renting patterns. In some communities there may be
occupied units which are actively being offered for rent.
Such units should be treated in the same manner as vacant
units since they would be available to new occupants.

Where a Local Authority finds net rental
STOP OR
LOOK FURTHER vacancies amount to less than 3 percent or
5 percent, depending on the locality, and persons familiar
with the local housing market confirm that there are few
vacancies in safe and sanitary housing, it may be concluded,
without further investigation, that there is no substantial
supply of available standard housing. Under these circum-
stances, the admission rents established by the Local
Authority will automatically meet the 20 percent statutory
gap requirement. In localities where private housing appears
to be available in excess of normal vacancy requirements,
the Local Authority will need to demonstrate through further

investigation and documentation that its admission rents

will not be in violation of the gap provision.
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In reaching a conclusion as to the lowest rents at
which a substantial supply of private housing becomes avail-
able, the Local Authority should take into consideration
all the pertinent housing data assembled during the course
of the local study. Generally,there will be fairly close
agreement on the lowest rents and sales priqes reported
by realtors, rental agents, and others whom the Local
Authority will have consulted. Their statements will also
be supported by the analysis of newspaper ads.

For instance, realtors A, B, and C and the
EXAMPLE

analysis of newspaper ads may indicate that
2~bedroom units become available in substantial supply at
gross rents of $75, $78, $82,and $77 respectively. In this
case the Local Authority may properly conclude that the
lowest rent above which 2-bedroom rentals reach the market
in substantial supply is $75.

Occasionally,one or more of the persons interviewed
may provide information which appears to be inconsistent
with the information obtained from the other sources. The
Local Authority should make every effort to verify what
appear to be erroneous statements. But unless the data
are proven correct, the Local Authority may properly overlook

the information.
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Depending on the bedroom size of the units
CONCLUSION
VARIES WITH in the low-rent program, the Local
SIZE OF UNIT

Authority will have to reach separate
conclusions with respect to efficiency, one-bedroon,
two-bedroom, three-bedroomyand four- or more-bedroom unitse.
The lowest private rents for units of different sizes may
be based on different types of housing. For example, the
lowest rents for one- and two-bedroom units may be found
in existing rental housing. The lowest rents for three-
and four-bedroom units, in the absence of available rental
units, may be based on used sales housing. It will be
found that rental housing, where available, will generally
entail lower housing costs than sales housing.

The principal difficulty faced by a Local Authority
is to pinpoint the exact dollar level at which housing
becomes available in substantial supply. In fact, it is
generally impossible to determine the precise rents above
which housing becomes available in substantial supply.
Rents fluctuate continuously and cannot be arbitrarily

pinpointed by economic analysis. Any determination of

private rents which attempts to freeze a fluid rental market
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into firm figures is outdated before the ink has dried.
The Local Authority presenting detailed figures based on
arbitrary rent levels may find itself open to criticism

by persons familiar with the local housing market.

Demonstration Of 20 Percent Gap

The determination of lowest private rent forms the
basis for the Local Authority's demonstration that the rents
charged families admittved to public housing will be at
least 20 percent (or 5 percent in the case of families
displaced by public action) below the lowest rents for
standard housing in substantial supply.

For the sake of simplicity, it is suggested that the
gap be based on an assumed average occupancy of two persons
per bedroom or one person occupancy in an efficiency unit,

and on an assumed family composition as follows:

Number of Persons

Bedroom Size Total Adult Minor
Efficiency 1 1 0
1 2 2 0
2 4 2 2
3 6 2 4
KA 8 2 6



Where income limits provide for families with more
than eight persons, it is generally not necessary to make
a gap determination for housing units with five or more
bedrooms because units of this size are rarely available

in substantial supply.

In view of the difficulty in determining the precise
rent level at which private housing becomes available,
Iocal Authorities may submit a broad statement, provided
the facts support such a coﬁclusion, that private rents
for standard housing available in substantial supply are
at least 25 percent higher than the maximum admission rents
to be charged at admission to public housing%/

A gap demonstration of this type presupposes existence

of a fixed rent-income ratio, a rent schedule; or maximum

admission rentse.

1/ The Housing Act of 1937 as amended requires a gap of
20 percent between the lowest private rents for a sub-
stantial supply of standard housing and maximum rents
for admission to public housing. However, the law also
may be stated in the reverse, to the effect that there
must be a gap of at least 25 percent between the maximum
rents for admission and the lowest rents achieved by
private enterprise. An illustration may clarify this
point. If the lowest private rents in a community amount
to $80 then the maximum rents at admission to public
housing could not exceed $64. $80 less 20 percent ($16)
equals $64. Stating it in the reverse, it may be said
that if the maximum rents to be charged at admission
amount to $64, then the lowest rents in private housing
available in substantial supply may not be found to be
less than $80. $64 plus 25 percent ($16) equals $80.
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Where this approach to the gap determination is deemed
unsatisfactory, a Local Authority must demonstrate the
rent level at which a substantial supply of standard private
housing becomes available and the extent of the gap between

private and public rentals. Where there is a substantial

market area, the Local Authority should show Tfor =ach unic
size in its low-rent program that the statutory gap reqize-
ments are being met. The objective is to reacz a concliuni-r

which is fair and reasonable in the light of all evidence.
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BUREAU OF THE CENSUS INCOME STATISTICS

The decennial Census provides, among other statistics,
detailed tabulations of family incomes. Local Anthorities
may evaluate and compare their schedule of maximum income
limits with the incomes of families in their community.

Since the Census data reflect the average
HOW TO USE
CENSUS DATA earnings of all families regardless of size,
comparison and evaluation has to be held to the income
limits for the average size family of 3 to 4 persons. By
examining Census data a Local Authority can determine the
proportion of families covered by the proposed income limits.
Where income data are available by race, examination of such
data will show the extent to which any income limit will
serve families of all racial groups.

In determining the level which constitutes low income,

a Local Authority should be guided by the other criteria
discussed in this Bulletin, such as the lowest rents achieved
by private enterprise, wage and budget data, and special
Census surveys.

Table 1 provides a typical distribution of incomes based

on Census data.
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Table 1

DISTRIBUTION OF FAMILIES BY TOTAL MONEY INCOME

Number of Families Percent of Families
by Income as Shown by Income Computed

Income in Census Zrom Cersus Data i/
Cunulative

Total Families 45,062 100.0 Percentags

(4) (B) (c) (D)
Under $999 2,343 5.2 52
$1,000 to $1,999 3,740 343 13.5
$2,000 to $2,999 4,191 9.3 22.8
$3,000 to $3,999 4101 9.l 31.9
$4,000 to $4,999 5,722 12.7 L o6
$5,000 to $5,999 5,948 13.2 57.8
$6,000 to $6,999 L4957 11.0 68.8
$7,000 to $7,999 3,786 8ol 7742
$8,000 to $9,999 Ly 777 10.6 87.8
$10,000 to $14,999 4,101 9.1 9649
$15,000 to $24,999 1,081 2k 99.3
$25,000 and over 315 0.7 100.0

Median income $5,417

1/ Percentages added to facilitate analysis.

Since income statistics for any specific
INCOME DATA
NEED PERIODICAL period become obsolete as earnings and
ADJUSTMENT

the cost of living rise or fall, it is
necessary to adjust the data to reflect any changes in the
local economy. Three principal indexes that may serve as

a guide in adjusting income data are the Consumer Price
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Index, the Hours and Earnings series of Production Workers
in Manufacturing, and the County Business Patterns data.
The Consumer Price Index and the Hours and Earnings series
are published monthly by the Bureau of Labor Statisticse.
The County Business Patterns data are published tri-annually
by the Department of Commerce and the Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare.

The Consumer Price Index reflects changes in
CONSUMER
PRICE the cost of living and generally provides a
INDEX

conservative measure by which to adjust income
statistics. Since differences in the Index between cities
are relatively small, either the U. S. Index or the Index
for a city near the area under study may be used to make
the required adjustments.

The Hours and Earnings series provide a measure
HOURS
AND of change in the average weekly earnings of
EARNINGS

production workers in manufacturing. In locali-
ties with little or no manufacturing employment, this index
tends to exaggerate income fluctuations. While these
statistics are published for the United States as a whole,

local fluctuations in wags rates make it advisable to use

the wage data applicable to the area under study.
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The County Business Patterns report taxable
COUNTY
BUSINESS payrolls for nonfarm industrial and commer-
PATTERNS

cial wage and salary employment covered by

the Old=Age Survivors and Disability Insurance Program.
The comprehensive statistics are useful in measuring
changes in average wages for different counties in the
United States. In using these data to adjust income
statistics over a period of years, it will generally be
necessary to combine the County Business Patterns infor-
mation with some other index since the county data are

only published at 3-year intervals.



IL'COMES Or FAIILITT LIVAING IN SUBSTANDARD HOUSING

As a general rule substandard rental housing is occupied
by families unable to obtain safe and sanitary accommodations
at rents they can afford. Exceptions to this rule are
families who prefer to take advantage of the frequently
lower rents and the lack of social restraints imposed by
living in the slums. Only families who live in renter-
occupied substandard housing out of economic necessity may
be considered to be of low income.

The income level below which families are forced to
live in substandard rental housing out of economic necessity
provides one of the best available measures of a low-income
family. The actual proportion of families living in sub-
standard rental housing out of economic necessity will vary
from locality to locality depending on the income levels
in the community and the availability of standard housinge.
Low incomes and a low level of vacancies in safe and sani-
tary housing will generally increase the proportion of
families living in substandard housing out of economic
necessity. On the other hand good wages and substantial
vacancies make standard housing available to families who

would otherwise have to live in the slums.
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The actual proportion of families living in substandard
housing out of economic necessity is difficult to determine.
The statistical data upon which this type of analysis may
be based can only be obtained through special tabulations of
the 1960 Census of Housing or from local surveys of families
in renter-occupied substandard housing.

The special Census tabulations contain

SPECTAL CENSUS
TABULATTONS detailed data on the structural and
occupancy characteristics of occupied substandard housing
units by tenure, age, and color of occupancy. In addition,
the special Census tabulations show the incomes of families
in substandard housing units and the gross rent as a per-
centage of family income. (See Exhibit A for table outline
of Bureau of the Census special tabulations for ILocal
Authorities.)

Community Housing Surveys conducted by Local
HOUSING
AUTHORITY Authorities provide similar data, although
SURVEYS

generally not in as great detail. Iocal
Authorities that want to include in their concept of low-
income, families in unsafe and unsanitary rental housing,
should contact the Public Housing Administration for in-

formation on how to obtain the statistics.
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The following table presents a typical example of

income data provided by a Community Housing Survey.

Table 2

INCOME IN 1959 OF FAMILTES IN SUBSTANDARD HOUSING
ANYTOWN, U, S. A

_Income Size of Family
< Persons 3 = 4 Persons 5 or More Persons
All Families 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Less Than $1,000 - - -
$1,000 to $1,499 - - -
$1,500 to $1,999 - - -
$2,000 to $2,499 53 2.2 -
$2,560 to $2,999 10.7 6ely 53
$3,000 to $3,499 1849 20.6 9.7
$3,500 to $3,999 6.1 2.4 14.8
$4,000 to $h,yL499 U5 18.7 20.9
$L5500 to $4,999 1.5 12.8 19.9
$5,000 to $5,499 79 10.5 o4
$5,500 to $5,999 Le2 5.1 8.2
$6’OOO or More 09 103 508

Both the special Census tabulations and the Community
Housing Surveys provide percentage distributions of the
incomes of families in renter-occupied substandard housing
by size of family. The levei of income below which families
are forced to live in substandard housing out of economic
necessity will vary among families depending on size and

other circumstances. Nonetheless, broad income ranges
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2re discernable in every community belsw which Jlamiliss
in substandard housing are unable to aifsrd decent
2ccommodationse.

Local Redevelopment Agencies conduct surveys
URBAN
RENEWAL in arsas slated for demolition. Among the data
SURVEYS

obtained are detailecd statistics on family inconme.

Only where the redevelopment arez includes a repre-
sentative crcss section of local families in substandard
nousing will the survey data be useful to the Local authority.
Frequently, however, the site selected for clesarance will
comprise a section inhabited by a minerity group or a special
economic classe To this extent the income data derived
from a redevelopment site survey will not be representative
of the community as a whole.

The Local Authority should carefully svaluate and
analyze the income statistics. On the basis of its know-
ledge of the community the Local Autherity must determine
the level of income below which families in slums cannot
obtain standard housinge A schedule of :naximrum income limits,
to be effective and sound, should be responsive to the needs

of the families who are compelled to live under substandard

housing cenditions. Where income data are availlable by race
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examination of suci ozca 1L

any income Mmit will serve
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TURZAU OF LASOR STATISTICS 2UDCETS

The Bureau of Labor 3tatistics has estimated the income
reeded by a four-person c.:iy family (see table 3) and a
retired elderly couple (see table 5) to maintain a "modest
but adequate" level of living in 20 large metropolitan

arease.

City Workers'! Family Budget

An "estimate of the total cost of a representative
list of goods and services considered necessary by a four-
person city family to maintain a level of adequate living
.according to standards prevailing in large cities in the
United States in recent years" is provided by the City
Workers'! Family Budget. The Budget reflects a 1959 level
of income described as 'modest but adequate."™ This is not
a low-income family budget, neither does it reflect the
average income of families of this type. Actually, the
Budget represents a level of incomz about 15 - 20 percent
below the estimated average 1959 income of budget-type
families.

The Bureau of Labor Statistics estimates that "the
total cost of goods, rents, and services for a 2-person,

husband-wife family, aged 35 to 55 years, would be about
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66 percent of ths fir i f-rarson budgst type fanilys
for & 3=-person Jumily in wlis age range witn 2 crild ce-
tween 6 and 15 years, abcut 87 percent; and for a2 5-person
family, with the oldest child between o and 16 years, about
120 percent. It should be noted that these costs are for

l-carner families." (See Table L)e

Retired Couples'! Budget

The budget for the retired elderly couple "was designed
to represent a level of living which provided the goods
and services necessary for a healthful, self-respecting
mode of living, and allowed normal participation in com-
munity life according to standards prevailing in large
cities or their suburbs in the U. S." The retired family,
for the purpose of these budget estimates, consisted of
"a husband and wife, aged 65 or over, who maintained their
own 2- or 3-room rented dwelling in an urban area. The
couple was assumed to be self-supporting, in reasonably
good health, and able to care for themselves." As in the
case of the City Workers' Family, the budget provided a
"modest but adequate level of living--not a luxuriocus level
out one adeguats to provide for more than the basic essen-

via.s of consunpolone®
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Table 3

1

Annual Costes of the City Worker's Fumily Budget,

20 Large Cities and Suburbs, Autumn 1959

Goods, rents, and serviess
Total Food an ent, heat, er goods Other  Persomul
City budget Total beverages and utilities and services | costs taxes
Atlanta, « o« o o o $5,642 84,840 $1,51L $1,151 $2,175 $es8 5Ll
BalUimore « . o« « o 5,728 4,850 1,525 1,00k 2,321 258 610
Poston . . . . . . 6’317 5.33’-‘ 1,857 1.2’40 2,237 258 725
Chic 8Os o o o o o 6, 567 S, 607 1) 751 1)386 2ph70 258 702
Cinoinnati. « + « « 6,100 5,163 1,734 1,203 2,226 258 679
Cleveland . . . . . 6,199 5, 305 1,695 1)191 2)m9 258 636
Detroits o« o o o« o 6,072 5,201 1,761 1,040 2,h00 258 613
Houston:, « o« =+« + 5, 370 h’622 1,1186 9!.]1 2,195 258 Loo
Kansas City . o+ « « 5,964 5,090 1,631 1,117 2,342 258 616
Los Angeles . . «» . 6,286 5,325 1,7h7 1,178 2,400 294 666
Minneapolis . , o . 6,181 5,165 1,6U7 1,150 2,368 258 758
New York . . . . . 5,970 5, 0’-‘8 19853 1’ 013 2’182 273 6"9
Phil adelph:ll ¢« o s @ S, 898 h,970 1,825 95h 2’] 91 258 670
Pittsbwgh « « « . o 6,199 5,264 1,889 1,012 2,363 258 617
Portland, Oregon, o o 6,222 5,182 1,746 1,046 2,390 258 782
SteLouds o + « o o 6,266 5,271 1,694 1,298 2,279 258 137
.San ranoiscos o+ o o 6, 30’4 5. 3’-‘1 1’ 795 1)079 2,!367 29!‘» 669
Scranton + o+ ¢ ¢ o 5.693 h,83b l, 758 871 2,205 258 601
Seattle. . . . . . 6, 562 5,602 l,ﬁhh 1’ 293 2,1‘65 258 702
Washington, D. Ce » o 6,047 5,199 1,68k 1,226 2,209 258 690

1./ The family consiste of an employed husband, aged 38, a wife not employed outside the home, an 8-yuar-

old girl, and a 13-year-old boy.

Source; Monthly Labor Review = August 1960 - U, S. Department ot Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics.



3ince the Bureau of Labor Statistics esti-

LIMITATICNS
O? BUDGET mated budgets have been priced in only
PATA 20 population centers, use of the data
is limited to Local Authorities located within the
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas covered. Local
Authorities located within these areas would do well to
compare the income limits they propose to establish with
the level of income BLS estimates is needed by a family
to maintain a "modest but adequate™ level of living.

The Local Authority should carefully study the different
items and expenditures that comprise the budget in terms
of the standards of living of low-income families., By re-
ducing the cost of certain items, a budget reflecting more
nearly the expenditures of low-income families may be
developed. The revised budget could for example be designed

to include smaller expenditures for recreation, entertainment,

savings, insurance, etc.
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Table &

Zstimated Amrmal Cost of Ccods and Services
Providinz tre lame Level o1 Well-Zeirg imong -amilies
o2 Difrerent 5ices, -°- cC Larze Lities and Sucurbs, susu-n 1959

Estimated  Sstimated

City 2-cerson 3=0erssa
Atlanta. . . . Y . . 33, l9h 3 -~y 2z
2altirore . . . . - . 3 » 201 - > <20
20StOt ¢« ¢ ¢ o & s e 3, 520 ey Ll
Chicago. e e o o e o 3’701 h, 3?6
Cincinnatie + o o o & 3’1‘08 h,’.‘92
Cleveland « + o« o o+ & 3,500 4,615
Detroit. . . . . - . 3,&33 h’ 525
Youston. e e o ¢ o o 3)051 h,OZl
Kansas City . . o« . o 3,359 b, 428
Los Angeles . . . . . 3,511‘ h,633
Minneapolis .+ .+ o o 3,409 b, kol
Yew York Y *» » . . » 3,332 h,392
Philadelphia « + + + 3, 280 ).l, 32h
Pittsburgh. . - * o 3)’47’4 h: 580
Portland, Oregon. e o o 3,k20 k,508
Ste Louis & o o ¢ o o 3,)-179 '4’586
San Francisco. . . o . 3,525 )-l, sh?
Scrantol ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o 3,190 ’-1,206
Seattlee o« o o o o o 3:697 h’ 37h
':Tashington, De. Ce 3’&31 h’ 523

s« The costs for L-person families are those shown in tabls 2

Fer other

families, estimates are based on the equivalent income scales shown in

text below,

Tne head of all these families is age 35 - 55, and the family composition

is as follows:

2=person:
3-person:
h-~person:

Seperson:

Source:

fasband and wife.
Kusband and wife, 1 child between 6 -15 years,
Husband and wifs, 2 children, oldest between 5 - 15

rears.

years.

furean of Labor Statistics.

Zusband and wife, 3 children, oldest between 6 - 16

‘ionthly Tabor Geview - August 1960 - U. S. Department of Laber,



“able §

aual Costs of the Retired Coudle’s Budget, *F

An
2C Large Cities and Suburbs , Autumn 1959

City

Atlanta,
Saltimore
Boston .
Chicago.
Cincinnati.

* o o @
® o @ o o
* o o & @

Cleveland .
Detroit, .
douston.
Eansas City
Los Angeles

* e e o o
® o 0 0 0

Kinneapolis
New York .
Philadelphia
Pittsburgh, .
Portland, Oregon.

* & o o

St. Louis .,
San Srancisco.
Scranton .
Seattle- . .
Washington, D. C.

* o o o0

* o O s 9 * & 2 o 0 ¢ & & & o

* ¢ o o 0 * ¢ o o @ * & & o 0

¢ & o o o

e & o o o0 * & & o @ *» & 0 o o

* & 9 o o

Total
budzet

32,720
2,340
3,304
3,366
2,925

3,2k
3,096
2,6l
3,034
3hm

3,135
3,0uk
2,909
3,102
3,0L9

3,223
2,68].
3,252
3,047

Rent Gther

Food and heat, and goods and
beverages utilities servicss
8768 3 718 3,174
781 802 1,257
953 1,029 1,322
889 1,067 1,30
879 32 1,225
860 1,015 1,369
899 858 1,339
758 69) 1,189
8l 92 1,251
894 862 1,355
8Lu6 962 1,327
945 8Ly 1,250
9ho e 1,25
956 863 1,283
887 a7 1,345
870 970 1,259
920 919 1,384
900 595 1,186
938 921 1,393
864 91 1,262

** The family consists of a retired husband and wife, aged 65 or over.

Source: Honthly Labor Review = November 1960 = U. S. Department of Labor,
Bureau of Labor Statistics.
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HOW TO DETERMINE THE WAGES OF TYPICAL LOW~PAID WORKERS

One of the definitions of a low-income family takes
into account the occupation of the principal wage earner.
Families who live solely on the earnings of an unskilled
laborer, janitor, elevator operator, or other typical low-
paid occupation, are considered to be of low income. Where
wage data are available by race, examination of such data
will show the extent to which any income limit will serve

families of all racial groups.

BLS Wage Surveys

The Bureau of Labor Statistics regularly conducts wage
surveys in a number of important industrial centers. The
studies show occupational earnings and related supplemen-
tary benefits. A preliminary report is made available on
completion of the study in each area followed by a consoli-
dated analytical bulletin which provides complete and detailed
information on the earnings for selected occupations.

According to the Bureau of Labor Statistics, the "data
are obtained from representative establisiments within six
broad industry divisions: manufacturing; transpcrtation,

communication and other public utilities; wholesalis %“rade;
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retail trade; finarnce, insurance and real estate; and
services. Major industry groups excluded from these studies
are zovernment operations and construction and extractive
industries. Establishments having fewer than a prescribed
number of workers are omitted because they furnish insuf-
ficient employment in the occupations studied to warrant
inclusion. Wherever possible, separate tabulations are
provided for each of the broad industry divisions.

"The occupations selected for study are common to a
variety of manufacturing and nonmanufacturing industries.
Occupational classification is based on a uniform set of
job descriptions designed to take account of inter estab-
lishment variation in duties within the same job.

"Occupational employment and earnings data are shown
for full-time workers, i.e., those hired to work a regular
weekly schedule in the given occupational classification.
Earnings data exclude premium pay for overtime and for work
on weekends, holidays, and late shifts. Nonproduction
bonuses are excluded also, but cost-of-living bonuses and

incentive earnings are included."
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The table on the following page illustrates
EXAMPLE the type of statistics contained in the Bureau
of Labor Statisties Occupational Wage Surveys.

In this particular example, it will be noted that
janitors in manufacturing and noamanufacturing industries
earned on the average $4120 and $3060 respectively. La-
borers in manufacturing industries averaged $4340 as com-
pared to laborers in nonmanufacturing industries who averaged
$3820. Watchmen had somewhat lower annual earnings ‘l./

The wage data, in this instance, may be interpreted
to the effect that a substantial proportion of typical
low-paid workers had earnings as high as $4600 per year.

A substantial proportion of the workers earned up to $2.30
per hour. Income limits of this magnitude could be estab-
lished by the Local Authority if the other economic criteria

supported this conclusion.

Other Wage Surveys
Local Authorities located outside of the labor market

areas surveyed by the Bureau of Labor Statistics will gener-

ally have to obtain their own wage data if the earnings of

l.f These estimates were based on a 40 hour--50 week work
yeare.
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CUSTODIAL AND MATERTAL MOVEMENT OCCUPATIONS

Table 6

(Average straight-time hourly earnings for selected oocupations
studied on an ares basis by industry divieion)

INum o m@ﬁ'ﬁ‘mﬂmmwmm'
ber | Average |Less [31.50]|pl.00 [F1.70]3L.50[51.90 $2.00$2.10132,20].2. 303250
Occupation and Industry Division of Hourly | than - - - - - - - - - or
Horkers | Earnings | $1.50] 1.60] 1.70] 1.80] 1.90] 2.00} 2.10] 2.20] 2.30] 2.10| More!
Janitors, porters, and cleaners
mﬂn). e o e o s o+ s o 1,13 1.94 200 L9 87 60 109 109 96 211 476 16 -
Manufacturing « « o« « o« o [1,099 2,00 26 23 ol 55 90] 100 9L 150 [ LTS 10 -
Nommanufacturing « o« « o o 314 1.53 1k} 26| 23 s 19 3] 2] & 1 -] -
Laborers, material handling . . [1,087 2,11 86 39 16 17 ‘67| 10 89 9k | 100 { 306 | 172 |
Manufaoturing . « o« o « o 1N 2417 20 1 31 1L > 60 a7 60 uhy 304 1151
Nonmamufacturing . « « o+ o 2u6 1.9 66 8 2| 12 7] W) L] 3| s6 2l m
Watchmen., & + o ¢ o o o o 56 1.70 17 6 h b 9 10 - ]l 3 L -

¢ Averago computed on the basis of spocified hourly carnings of workers recelving leas than $1.50 per hour not

shown in this table.



typically low-paid occupations are to be included in the
definition of a low-income family. There are, however,
some other zovernment and private égencies that collect
similar wage information. ILocal Authorities, therefore,
would do well to make a thorough search of their communities
for current wage data. The local Chamber of Commerce,
industrial and manufacturers associations, utility companies,
unions, and business administration departments of local
universities as well as city and State agencies frequently
collect wage data of the type needed by the Local Authoritye.
In the event that no current wage studies are
LHA WAGE
SURVEYS available, the Local Authority can conduct a
simplified wage survey of its own. Such a study is inex-
pensive and can be carried out quickly by any Local Au-
thority. The survey will produce the required data.

One of the first steps in undertaking this type of
study is to establish a roster of a cross section of local
firms. The yellow pages of the telephone directory may be
consulted for this purpose. Every effort should be made to

include on this roster representative employers from each
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of the major segments of the local economy. In most
localities this will include manufacturing, wholesalers,
retail establishments, business services, personal services,
and public administration.

The representative employers are then approached by
the local Authority and requested to cooperate in providing
the necessary wage data. It is generally helpful to have
all the employers report their wage information on the same
form. This will facilitate tabulating the data upon receipt
Below is a suggested questionnaire which may be modified to
meet the nee&s of local Authorities in collecting the re-
quired wage data. The data may be obtained by personal
interviews, phone calls, or by mail. In the latter event,
an explanatory letter should accompany the questionnaire.

The results of the survey should be tabulated to pro-
vide a summary of the earnings of workers in typical low-
paid occupations. Wage data based on the Local Authority's
own survey may be analyzed in similar fashion as the Bureau

of Labor Statistics wage data shown above.
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SuZgested flestionnaire
=== =
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MLTITASTURTIG 40D NOIRMAMT.

25T, Frs.
- .
r ‘Xks.
ool
werzed
Tarn Tasw
Tar Taax

———r e o e Yalads DTN /= votmm A = z \

DIoUSTET s CCTUPATICH {Inter wnoch apsliss)

ol Sy ey i b4 9] a

catr, ZouniT and Staie Governmerts

Policener. . . . . . .

Firemen . . . . . . .
Gartage ccllectisn, helpers o o
Publac works laber .
Park attendants . . . . .
Schodsl jznctors . . . . .
Trucic drivers. . . . . .
ther (specif7) « o o o &

detail and Wholesale

Saies Clerk
Grocery store . . . . .
rig stcre. . . . . .
Department store . . . .
Chain veriety store . e .
Shipping and receiving cierks
Grceery store . . . . .
Departiment store «» & . .
Varisty store o . . . .
Other (specify) .+ « o«
Stzck handlers, truckers and helpers
Grocery . . . . . .
D6pa.:'tmen . . . . . .
Thain varisty . . . . .
Sther (Sped.fy) . . . .
Clerical and other =ffice occupations
Groce!'y . . . . . .
Departrent. . . . . .
Other (specify) .+ « o
Gasoline station attendants .«
Car washers . . . . . -
Car greasers « o . e e e
Other (specify) o« o o o o

L] 3 -~

1/ The wage data should include ection of aal typicelly

low-paid occupations.
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Sugzeswed uestisnmaire (Cont'd)

. Average Jdage or Zste rsse 3IstTe
Salary Rate per or ks, Annual
dour, Day, wa2ek viorked Earne
sr Fonth Per Tear ings
IDUSTRY A SCCUPATION {Enter which zoplies)
Jervece Industries
Suilding Service
Elevator operatorse o« o« o
canitors . . . . . .
“atchmen . . . . . .
Laundries
Sxtractcr operators o0 o .
Maghine washers o o o .
Ctrer (speciiy) o .+ 4 .
Patlic Ufilities
Meter readers, . . . . .
Laborers . . . . . o .
Clerks (specify type)s o o o
Casriers . . . e o . .
Cther (sp2cify) o o o o
3anks, Insurance izencies, Real Estate, etc.
Tellers . . . . . . .
Gifice "l.erfao . . . . .
Crlice machine operators . . »
Scoixkkeepers . . o . .
Guards . . . . . . .
Jiner (specify) « o . . .

Laborers . o .
3tock handlers ..nd ha.nd ..rucke*s .
Clerks (zeneral) « o+ o o o
Shipping ard Receiving clerks. .
Parkers . . . . o . o
datchren . . . . . . .
Janitors . . . . . . .
Tardmen . . . o . o .
Other (specify) +« o« o o &
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Exhibit A shows the format of the
special Census tabulations for which
some Local Authorities have contracted
to assist them in planning, developing,
and managing their low-rent housing
programs.
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sccupants, Sor all wusing units within the area coversd and fir nousing
4rits classified as substandard zecsrding to the crileriz establisned o7
tiae Public Housing Administraticn. This table is tased cn 3ata collsctad
fo» all housing units snuxerated in ths 1980 Cemsus of Housing.

Toble a.~=CCCUPAICT, AD TEIVRE BY CCLOR CF JCCUPANTS: 1368

S3adiect Total tMize Nimutise

T27a1 NOUSIng NiTSeecesccscsvesscsccsccsccns
Amer oCCupleédecesssccececcsocssoccoccone
Renter s2cuDieCeceerercscscscsrcoscsccces
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AC2N T evsevcteoscesossssecorssssssosccscscnss RS AR
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Bureau of the Census
Washington 25, D. C.

Exhibit A (Cont'd)
FINAL AUGUST 1960

Table 1,~-STRUCTURAL AND OCCUPANCY CHARACTERISTICS, CONDITION AND PLUMBING FACILITIES OF OCCUPIED SUBSTANDARD
HOUSING UNITS AND SUBSTANDARD UNITS WITH HEAD 65 YEARS AND OVER, BY TENURE AND COLOR OF OCCUPANTS, FOR

s 1960
All Units Unite with Head 65 Years and Over
Characteristic Owner Occupied | Renter Occupied | Owner Occupied | Renter Occupied -
TotallWhite| Non~{Total Whit.erNon- Total |[White] Non-]Total Whitel Non-
white jwhite white jwhite

All occupled substandard
housins UWNitBeecosecosscrscscnces

NUMBER OF ROOMS

Leeeoovosvevoescseasecscecsossscnssrecse
20.00'OQO000000.0000..0000"00'.."0!!
300oooOOc.coootoosoo.onnoobcvoaoooo-oc
a.00.000000CO0000Qooqaooooonoccoonoooa
5....000OOOIQDOIOOCQOQOOQOOOQQO‘00..0.
6.000uao0oocou000.0000.00!0001-‘0'-.00
7..00.00.00!.oototootoou‘ovoocooooooco

B OF MOr@eesecssersesesosecssssssessoee

CONDITION

Soundesessssseesscsessssesseressreosvoss
Duterior&ting............'............
Dil&pidatedtt-ooono-ou.c-ooo..ccoooc.o

WATER SUPPLY

Hot and cold running water

inslde gtructuresecsscessscsseccccasee
Only cold running water ineide
Structuressessesecsrssesccocsccccecye
Running water outside structuresseecos
No running waterececoesvocesssoscssces



Tatrly l==Continued

Exhibit A (Cont'd)

All Units Units with Head 65 Years and Over

Characteristic Owner Occupied Renter Occupied | Owner Occupled Renter Occupied

Tota)] Whit;[iuun- Totall Whitd Non-] Total] Wiiteg Non-| Toiall White] Non-

- . whitd whit. white white

TOI1ET FACILITLES

Piush tollet, exclusive Ubvescscreses
Flush L'Jilﬂt' sharcdesesscssessessroce
Other toilet facllities or noneeesess

BATHING FACILITLES
Hathiub ur shower, exclusive use.....

Bathtub or shower, sharedessesseceses
No bathiub or showeresesessoceccocosee

CONDITION AND PLUMBING FACILITIES

S0UNdecesvescssceoscsccccsorsrcsvrsce
With private toilet and bath, and
()llly culd Watelessesesssccnrscsnns
With private tollet, no private bath
With running water, no private
tloilet.OO00'0'.'..0.....‘...0.'0'.
With no I'uﬂning WAtOrsesssecsnrence
Deturivrating
With private toilet and bath, and
on]y cold Wulélesssssssrvenrscrcss
With private toilet, no private bath
With running water, no private
| o5 B 2] P L R L L X
With no l'ul'ullng [TT1 -} P X )
Dilapidated
with a1l plumbing facilities..ecee.
lacking some or all racilitiesc...,
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Table l-=Continued

Exhibit A (Cont'd)

Al Units

Units with Head 65 Years and Over

Characteristic

Ovner Occupied

Renter Occupied

Owner Occupled Renter Occupied

Total

White

Non-
white

Total Whitel Non—

white

Totall White] Non-| Total] White| Non-
white] white

NUMBER OF PERSONS IN HOUSEHOLD

locoo.ocogo'ac-ao..'cc-o'ooo-uncuoccooo
2000000o-oocono-'---oocoonooa.ohct-ocob
300000-1nocca00..00.0--00000.0.00000000
h.-0v'cco.-....oo.ooo-ocnooouoooo.clooc
50-cooo.ocoonnoo.ccooooooao-occccouooon
60..00...000.0000IQ'OQQOO..QIQOIO'OO..C
I

Ino-ooooroo.ooono‘ooo.tnooooooo-o.cauo
Boo-.-otoovncocooQouncoc-ooooco-ooooco.

9 OF WOI'Gecesvesssasvsoesscsscsessscsses
PERSONS PER ROOM

075 OF lEOSSssecscovevessscccsssesccone
76 to 1.000-oooaou.no'-o--‘t.n.ocoona
.01 to 1050000:000oo.o..ooo.ocno--ooa-
5

«51 OF MOP€scosvesscocssossssvsccasene

PRESENCE OF ELDERLY PisRSONS
IN HOUSEHOLD

NONGeeessssssesscssassaterssssonsrsensne
l..."..‘..".....'.."...‘.'.........ﬂ

2 OF MOlGesesssessssscsnsensserssssscne

PRESENCE OF NONRELATIVES

NONBeeoecsossosvosescasoserssncsssscnsoae

1l OF MOr@esccsssncssssocecsnsssrnsscone
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Table l--Continued

Exhibit A (Cont'd)

Characteristic

A1l Units

Unite with Head 65 Years and Over

Owner Occuj

pled Renter Occupied

Owner Occupied Renter Occupled

Total

White

Non-| Total
white

White

Non-
white

Total|White| Non-|Total |White} Non-
white white

Substandard units occupied
b)’ Priﬂlﬁry fandliesessseeesscesee

NUMBERR OF PERSONS IN PRIMARY FAMILY

200!0'0'0!00.000.'0!-0'000!'0..!000!0'00
3:..000'o-00--cccoo-oﬁooco'oo'ono'ooucoc
0000000000000 00000C0PsPOICRIOIIOIIROIIORSILS
5-:000..0..oolooot..ooonococoo;ooooonoon
B90000060000000000000000000000000 0000000
700000oooo'l.00!000'0000:0000000.0000000

B OF MOr€csesvesssacssssessssssscoscccos
NUMBER OF MINORS IN PRIMARY FAMILY

None-c'0'000c00000000'0000000000.0000000
10.ooouooooc00000'0.00000000000'00000000
20oc..o.'oocooonoco!tco.ooo.oconc'0'0000
300.ltoQoo00QOODOQOOQCQOQQIQQQOoovtoooot
Lo000.0Qocqo000'00000.'0'0!!ono-.o.ooc‘c
5..000000000000JOQQOCOOOCDo.t.i."oool!o

6 or MON'Osesseacrsosvreccnrcnccroscccesessoe

HEAD OF PRIMARY FAMILY

Male-—wife pl‘esentunn................
Male=—0thOrssseecesesnccoscsvscscssccrssny

FainalOceesscossocsreseersesssccssoncsnes
AGE OF HEAD OF PRIMARY FAMILY

UNder 2lececceccsesssossscccecsovsssosces
D2l=ldievesecessesersscesreesssccsscscssnne
h5-6‘po'cooococcaoo.o-oon.t--ooou--ooooao

65 OF OVOl'ssscecssrevececnccsrescocesocos

LR R
el kol
(o R o R a il
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Exhitit A (Cont'd)

FINAL AUGUST 1960
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Bureau of the Census
Washington 25, D. C.

Table 2.=-=GROSS MONTHLY RENT AND CONTRACT MONTHLY RINT Or SU3STANDARD HOUSDNG
UNITS OCCUPIED BY PRIMARY RENTER FAMILIES, BY COLOR OF OCCUPANCY FOR
s 1960 -

Total hize Yonwhite
NUMBER OF HOUSING UNITS
Totaleescescecscosscccosssesscccvocacssscnnee

NO CasSh Felleccsccecscssscsosssscsscoce
Rented for Cashecececsscsccssoscscscse

CROSS MONTHLY RENT
(Percent distribution)

TOtAleesceeosvossssesscssosssossssssscsones 100.0 100.0 100.0
Less than $£20ceveeecscescesresccscsossnce
P20=32Lceevecssssessecccsssassscccscsncesse
P52 ceesccssscanssscrsoscscssscscsoses
$30-B3heececreccscecccsscestsssrascoscsse
3358339 ccncesscsssrcecocsssssccscsscsnnss
$h0-$kh....-..................-..........

B3Pl Geeoeocrssesrcacsocsasssscsccccanes

$50=359ccecoccccassssssosssscssscsescovse

$60 OF MOTCesscsrosrssssscssesssssesccsce

Not reportedecesscccecsecesrsoaccsvoncsnes
MediaNeeescscccscccoscccssnscscscscscsnne $ $ $

CONTRACT MONTHLY RENT
(Percent distribution)

Totaleesesssosessccscscscscecscscscscscccne 100.0 10C.C 100.0
Less than $15.ccececcccssccsccsccsccrnsces
$15-$1900ooo-co.-ooo-.oo..ooo-..o-ooo-‘-.
$20‘$2h0.00'0o-0.n.0-.-.0.0.......00.0..0
$25-$29.ooovocoo-.oooQ..soocn.oooo-ooooo-
$30=33ecrcccccscsscsscscsscccssasccccsss
$35-$39oc-oon-.c-o.oo-o-o‘ocooooooooouoco
$L 000000000 0ssss0ss0ss00s000000 0000
$45-$L9.0.-000oooao000.....0-.0000.0.:.--
$50‘$59'00.00.00-.ooo‘.oo.o.n.o‘o0-0....-
$60 O MOTCeccsocecsscsnscsscscssvonccscsee
Not reported........—..........-.-.......

MediaNeeoceesecsesssssceccssnsssccscscsnce $ $ $
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Exhibit 4 (Cont¥d)

FINAL AUGUST 1960
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Bureau of the Census

Washington 25, D. C.

Table 3.—~INCOME IN 1359 OF PRIMARY RENTER FAMTLIES IN SUBSTANDARD HOUSING UNITS,
BY FAMILY SIZE AND COLOR, FOR

Total  White Nonwhite
Number of famili€Seecssccesssccsscssccssee

FAMILY SIZE AND TMOOME
(Percent distribution)

AJJ. fami]ies.....-.-.................’.... 10000 100.0 10000

Less than $l’000000..0.‘...0.‘.0..00‘0.0
$l,000-$l,h99................u........o
$1)500-$1, 749 e vevennsoennecnsosnnsnnsnns
$1.750-51,999 2 seernvnnsnsesnssennsnsns
$2’000.$2’A9900000000000000.00000'000000
$2,500=32,999 4 eevenessennsnsonnsesnsons
$3,000-$3,L99..---.-....-...............
31#,000 AT DMOI'Ceevecccscesccsccsssscssvee
Not l‘e‘ported............................

2 per.sons.....................-.......oou
Less than $l,000.-oocoaooooo-...oooooooo
$1,000-$1,L9900000000o.ooosccooocooo--oo
$l,500.$1’7h90000oo.o-...o.o.oooooooo-co
$l,750‘$l,9990000-00..000000000000000...
$2,000-32’L99..‘....‘..‘....‘...........
$2,500‘$2,9990..0..oa.-o.ooocoooocoooooo
$3,000‘$3,“.99-.000-ocooooo.ooocooc-ooooo
$3'50043,9990..oo.oo.coco-ooooc....o.o.
$L,000 O MOL€scsesccsvcccssscscsccscose
Not reported-...........................

3 or &4 PErSONBseccsesvvcecevesssssnccscvvne
Less than $l,000.ooco-.o-co-.---oo‘-ooo.
$l,000—$l,h99-.oo.oo.o--..-ocooooooococo
$l,500-$1,7lb9..0000.00.0.000000.00000.0.
$l,750ﬂ$1,9990000-0'o¢o.-ocoooo.uo.o.ooo
$2,000‘$2,L99000oooooooooo.ooo.-oo;oooco
$2,5CO~$2,999.-..-...-ooo-ooooooo.¢ooc.-
$3,OOO‘$3,L99...0...--00...o-oooo-oo--oo
83, 500=83,999 2 evernenensenneresnnsnnnnn

. $h,000 O MOI'€esscsssssscsvscseccssccnve
Not reported..........................-.
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Exhibit A (Cont'd)

Table 3--Continued

Total nhite ¥onwnite

5 Persons Or MOT€ecscsscssssssccsssoscscsscse
Less than $1,000.ccce0etccscscsccscccccen
$1,000=81,49F0cccssesccsccscessscsssccnne
$1,500=$1,749c0cccccccssccsccscsccnscscnsce
$1,750=$1,999000c0cccscccccscccrcnsccence
$2,000=52,499 0 cscevcessscccccccssscscces
$2,500-$2,999¢000000-o0a..0000000.0000000
$3’000“$3,L99o'-o-oooooo.-.ooooooo'oooooo
$3,500=$3,99940ccscccccesccscccrcsssosces
$4,000 OF DOTE.cecccsscssssoscasasccsscsce
Not reportedeccsccsscccssoscecccsssccscos

Median income
A1l familieSeecescccscccsseccaccssrcsscone 3

3 O!‘Lpersons.....-.........-.-......... $

€ €
€ o
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Exhibit A (Cont'd)

FINAL AUGUST 1960
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Bureau of the Census
Washington 25’ D. C.

Table L.--GROSS RENT AS PERCENT OF FAMILY INCOME IN 1959 FOR PRIMARY FAMILIES
IN SUBSTANDARD HOUSING UNITS BY FAMILY INCOME AND COLOR OF OCCUPANTS, FOR

Iotal  White  Nonwhite
Number of familieSescesesssccccessccsscnce

GROSS RENT AS PERCENT
OF FAMILY INCOME BY
FAMILY INOCOME IN 1959
(Percent distribution)

Al income PaNgeSecesccsccesssccccccsscosssocs 100.0 100.0 100.0
Less than 12.5 percenteccccccccscsccccecs
1205 percent to 17010- percent.............
17.5 percent to 22.4 percenteccceccsscess
2205 percent to 27.“. percent.............
27-5 percent OF MOL€scccsssvsrsescscscscsee
Not reportd.......‘.............‘.......

Family income less than $ , O0cececcccccces
Less than ].2¢5 percent..............-....
12.5 percent to 17.4 percentecceccccceccse
1705 percent to 220[} percent.....-.......
22,5 percent to 27.4 percentececcececccss
27.5 percent Or MOr€ecceccceccsocccscccss
Not report“-..-..oo..ooaooooncoo..o.oooo

Famﬂ.y income $ » 00 to $ » 99....0...0.000
Less than 12.5 percentecceccccccccccccone
12.5 percent to 17.4 percentececcscccccss
17.5 percent to 22.4 percentecccsceccccss
22.5 percent to 270L percent-.-.u--.....
27‘5 percent O MOr€sevcccscccsscscsosscncece
Not rewrtd..............".....‘.......

Family income $ ’ 00 to $ » 99..0.0.0000:.-
Less than ].2-5 percent..--.u....u......
12.5 percent to 17.4 percentecececscceces
1705 percent to 220‘} percent.............
22,5 percent to 27.4 percenteccccscscsoce
27.5 percent Or MOr€ccesccesccsscccccsces
Not reponﬁooooocoooaoooo-oooooooo‘otoco




Sxhibit A (Cont'd)

Table 4—Continued -

Total white Yonuh

H
)

e

}

Fanily income $ , 00 £0 $ , 99cccccessssnes
Less than 12.5 percentececesceccecscacess
12.5 percent to 17.4 perceéNtecescesscccee
17.5 percent to 22.L percentecesecscccsss
22.5 percent to 27.4 perceNtecescccceccss
27.5 percent Or MOTCeececcsessssssscccsons
Not reportedececesescesesessensacasscanae

Family income $ , CC OrF DOr€icescccsoccsoes
Less then 12,5 PerioNt tveevessasssoscncnne
12.5 percent to 17.4 Dercent.ceccccesccss
i7.5 percent to 22.4 percentissscescccecss
22.5 percent to 27.4 percent.ceececcccces
27.5 percent Or MOr€.ccesescccccsscscsnse
flot reportedeseccccccecsccsessscrsssnsasce
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MEMBERS OF THE JOINT PHA-NAHRO COMMITTEE ON INCOME LIMITS
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Housing Authority
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William We Collins, Jr., Regional Economist, Fort Worth
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Harry Ne Fialkin, Chief of Statisties, New York City '
Housing Authority -

Paul A. Flowers, Director of Administration, San Antonio
Housing Authority :

Orville E. Freeman, Chief of Occupancy, Chicago Regional
Office, PHA

Richard G. Jones, Assistant Executive Director, Housing
Authority, City and County of Denver

Thomas J. McCoy, Executive Director, Philadelphia Housing
Authority

Richard Metcalf, Economist, PHA

Mary K. Nenno, Assistant Director, NAHRO

Clara i. Rawlings, Occupancy Section, PHA

Carroll L. Rice, Chief of Occupancy, Fort Worth Regional
Office, PHA

Haley Sofge, Executive Director, Miami Housing Authority

Theodore A. Veenstra, Regional Economist, Chicago Regional
Office, PHA

Ruth Voris, Director, Statistics Branch, PHA
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